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BULLETIN NUMBER 120 M?-Y 22, 1936 

1. RULES GOVERNING SIGNS i1_ND OTHER i1.DVERTISING MATTER - STRICT 
ENFORCEMENT REQUIRED NOTWITHSTANDING PRICE WAR - FORBIDDEN SIGNS 

May 18, 1936. 
N 0 T I C E 

l The rules governing signs arc made to be obeyed, 
,\'·price ws.r or not. 

These rules provide that no retail licensee shall 
ncarectly or indirectly"~ advertise or per1~1i t the advertising 
of the price of any a,lcoholic beverage on the exterior of the 
licensed prenises or in a show window o~ door or in the 
interior when visible from the street. The only .exception is 
th .-, t 1 ~1 r "l <"' t ~ ,.. ") j -! l J-_ "< - 11:_ ' 1

• -' r· •"J T b - c'l 0 

C: 1 ~ -d u ·' p .. --.ccara0 no cxcecc.J.ng __ 2 x _ 2 i.ncnE.s .. Lr.,.J- e . i.. .. p , ... ye 
within the show window advertising the price of liquor sold 
f?r · off-preDises consurnptiono 

Si_gns such as "Price Slc~shedn; "Price War onn; 
YVTremendous heductJ.ons in Price" or words of similar meaning 
or which give the public the same i0pression, are indirect 
advertising of price even though the price itself is not nu@ed, 
and therefore, are in violation of the rules. 

. Licen~eos should not be ·stan1Jeded, wh:J..tever the 
price pB.nJc, Jnto violation of rules vvhich stand good at 011 
tiues. Price fixing is none of 1~1y business, but thE:: Control 
Act is and these rules will be strictly enforced all the 
tine. 

Immediate checkup will be made of all licenseei 
throughout the Statco Viol~tions will be visited with 
imr:iedia te 'revoc<'::.t ti on p1~oceecUngs. 

Chiefs of Police and Iiv1unicipo.1 officials will 
pl~ase report to ue aJ_l violat.J.ons which corJe to their .attention. 

D. FREDERICK BURNETT 
Commissioner 

" ~ • LICENSES - · Lll\UTATION OF NUMBER -- 1HJNICIPAL hbGULi~TIONS LIMITING 
THE NUMBER OF LICENSES rtHE NOT SUBJECT TO THE COMMISSIONER'S 
iiPPROV/1.L FIHST OBT~\INED BUT I\LS BE SET 1-i.SIDE ON APPEAL IF THE 
FACTS WAR.R1:i.N'T. 

Dear Sir: 

SAINT P1i.UL' S :•rl:ETHODIST EPISCOP-':l.L CHURCH 
BridgGport, New Jersey 

May l~, 1936. 

Our Township CornLlittee of Logan Township, Gloucester 
County, New Jersey, has passed a resolution that there shall be 
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only one place for the sale of alcoholic beverages for every 
1,000 citizens in our Township. There b0j_ng only 1800 citizens 
there can only be one establishment of this kind and we already 
have that. 

. 
However, a Joseph Federici of Paulsboro, N. J. has 

applied for a license and last night was not granted because of 
the above mentioned resolution. Now, ~r. Federici says ho 
is going to apply to you for this license. What I would like 
you to t8ll me is whether this would be possible for you to 
grant such·a license in view of the above mentioned resolution? 

We circulated a petition requesting our Township 
Cammi ttec to :Jass the s;J i.0. resolution lini ting the number of 
pl2ces of this naiture·• This i)(~titJon is also vvorded to ask you 
not to grant such a lic0nse, if it wer~ possible for you to do 
so. 

Therefore, will you kindly inform me if you could 
grant such a license if you cared to, and if you would under 
the above circuEstances, if you could? Frnnkly, Mr. Burnett, 
vve have a ftne l:L ttle to"'v-irn and the s_entirnent is against such a 
move. I feel th&t in view of 2 case of this kind, you would 
be fair to our comrnunity, if you have the power, in view of this 
res.olution. 

I shall de0ply appreciate hearing from you, on this 
matter. 

Rev. Lawrence G. Atkinson 
Bridgeport, New Jersey 

Dear Mr. ~tkinson: 

Sincerely, 

L. G. ATKINSON 

May 18, 1936. 

r· hiv0 before QG yours of May 12th. 

I also had in the same mail fron Mr. Dunk, the 
Township Clerk, a copy of tho o;:dinrmce lini ting the _nur:;.ber 
of licenses in Logan Townshi~ adopted by the Township Committee 
on N~y 11th. The ordinance, being a li~itntion of the number 
of licenses which may be issued, is not, according to Section 
37 of the Control Act, subject to the CoLlraissioner's approval 
first obtained~ I have written to Mr. Dunk to that effect. It 
is valid :.::.nd in full :force and effect c::.i.s it now stands. The 
statute confers u~on the govcrtiing body Of each Dunicipality the 
povvor to li.rni.t the nurJber of licenses with:in its r~mnicipality 
either by resoluti.on or by ordinJ.nce. How many licenses shall 
be issusd is a qu.cstion 1.vhich tho locu.l municipal authoritiqs in 
the first inst:J..nce nust d.ecicle. This is 2s it should be as 
they, being in o. position to know fully the local situation, can 
best te:ll just exactly how many licensc:;s the cormuni ty needs. 

The ordinance is, however, subject to review by me on 
appe~l. Section 38 of the Act says that·if any person affected 
by any limitation of the number of licenses shall consider himself 



BULLETIN NUMBER 120 SheEt :/i3 

aggrieved thereby, he cay appeal to the Coouissioner' in respect 
thereto and thereupon the Co0uissioner, after public h~aring, may 
sot aside, vacate and repeal tho li~itation complained of or 
change, alter, awend or otherwise modify the same. 

Hence, it vwuld be ny duty, if on appE;al the circum­
stances sup~ortGd such 2 conclusion, to set aside the ordinance 
c.:m~). to reverse the denial of tho license by the municipality. 
The license then would be ordered issuedo Whether I would or not 
depends entirely upon the f.:1cts o As regards the ~1articular case 

t . . t iri b . f' . . . . you 1sn ion, l wou u . c improper _or ue ~0 express any opinion 
one way or the other until 2n ap)eal hus been duly m~de and both 
sides have been given full and equal ~pportunity to be heard. 

Licenses have beEm denied by :~:n.i,Y)_icipal license issuing 
~uthori th.:s on thE) ground th(lt the, nuuber h:.1d been limited by 
resolution or by crdinance and the quota ha~ been reached. Where 
the applicint on ap)eal has f&iled to sustain the burden of proof 
nc:cessc.ry to cJeuon[-;trate that the coEE~mni ty needs an additional 
license or that an additional license would better and more con­
veniently serve the public, I hJ.vc concJ.udecl that the lo.cnl li:rn.i­
ta ti on was reasonable as adopted. Sec~, for exmJiJ18; Fr~.nklin 
§t;=·r_es.~o.v.B_~lls~.ills;, Bulletin 102, i tee ~, a co 1JY of which is 
encloseC::.. 

No np}eal has yet been filed by Mr. Federici. If he 
does so, I shall see th&t you are notified and in which event I 
cordio.lly suggest thEJ.t you ::i.ncl the: people who Grc associated vvith 
you in the matter appear at the hearing so as fully to present 
your side of the c~se. 

Sincerely yours, 
D. FREDERICK BURNETT 

Conn:i s s ioner 

3. MUNICIPh.L ORDINANCES - CCIVll\:lUNION BREAKF.c·~STS - EXCEPTIONS TO CLOSED 
HOUHS ldUST APPLY TO ALL ORGANIZi-l.TIONS WHICH Fii.LL \H'l'HIN THE HEASON 
OF THE RULE WITHOUT PARTI~LITY AND i~LSO TO ALL MEMBERS OF THE 
LICbNSE CLASS TO WHOM PERMISSION TO RE~AIN OPEN WOULD BE GIVEN. 

Mo.y. 12, 1936. 

My dear Con~issioner: 

Here is a new one for the book. At least I think 
it is :1 nevv one, .::m6 .... if you tell 1:1};:~ you hav~; a.lre 1::1cly ansv1ered it 
on page ---, I will have to plead guilty to negligence in not 
studying the nevv corpus juris s:uf.ficiently. The quE:;stion concerns 
con~union bre&kfasts. 

You will perhaps re~ember that the TeJneck ordinance 
J.Jrovtdes a special c1assification for restaurants, under which 
there is one licenss at ~.JrcseEt outstandh1g. The ordinance also 
uakcs Llandatory the closing of all licensed Jremises, without 
distinction, up until twelve o'clock noon on Sundays. It so 
h:::l)~)ens that· our one r0:;stauro.nt lie unsee seens to be tho only 
person in this immediate vicinity.who has proJer accoDmodations 
for such Luge gatherings as cor::.1-:mnicn breakfasts, and dur:tng the 
l:.ist two Sundays such eve:nts have been B.eld. there:> with the 
possibility of others in the future froD surrounding churches. 

Jfoy.,-, of coursE:~ J cor:rnmnton bre:e.kfasts are events 
abcm.t ·which nobody could coi~lt)lnln.9 yE:)t dS th(; ordinance stands 
at present, opening up the license~ premises is distinctly a 
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viol&tion of the ordinanceo I believe that the Council would 
be perfectly willing to-aoend the ordinance to perBit the 
c·clebration of' COL1Emnion breakfasts, but Uw i...1uestion then 
arise::·s as t:J whether such o.n anendnent would have the aiJ)roval 
of your departnent, or whether you would. consider such an 
exce)tion as violating the rrinciple that exceptions should 
be very closely guarded, if allowed at all. I suggest that if 
such exceptions be made, they would only be made upon the 
written request of the Priest in charge of the ~Jarticulo.r 
,arish desiring to hold such a breakfast, 

Paul A. Volcker 
Tovn1ship Manager 
Teaneck, New Jersey 

Dear Mr. Volcker: 

Yours very truly, 

PAO L i1. VO LCKER 
TownshiiJ Manager 

IJiay 18, 1936. 

I have yours of May 12th~ It is, indeed, new. 

I believe tht:.Lt Connunion Breakfasts are fine and vvorthy 
fu11ctions. Yet they arc nffairs essentially of the social nature 
held under the auspices of the group or organization which has, 
just before the Breakfast, attended Mass 2~nd received Communlon. 
As social affairs, conducted on licensed pre~ises, alcoholic 
beverages might be served. Even if not, in any event, the 
preuises would not be "closedn:> pursuant to the local ordinance, 
until 12 noon on Sunday. 

That is where the trouble lieso It m~ans that if yotl 
CTake exce)tions to your local closing regulations in favor of 
Cormunlon Breakfasts, you will have to go farther and include 
not only Conr:mriion Breakfasts but also all other affairs and 
all other orgnnizations which desir.c the use of licensed r;re:'Jises 
during closed hours. 

If you ~ish to Jre~nre n regul~tion in line with the 
above and send it in, I will give it v~onpt ~nd c~reful consider­
ation. It should not be arbitrary or discriDinatory and should 
give all those sinil(.=1rly sit~.mted equal privileges. It suould 
aJ)ly ioparti2lly not only to all organizations but also to all. 
n10nbers of the license class to whor:.-i 1)eruissiun to remain open 
for thL1 purpose would be given. See Jn this connection re Hsrring­
ton, Bulletin 118, ite:121 13 o.nd the ltems cited therein. 

Consider, however, that allowing 2ny exce~tion to 
opening licensed )remises during closed hours, probably oeans the 
evGntual frittering away of the closing rule itself. Are there 
no other l)rer-:tises, save those licensed for the sale of alcoholic 
beverages, where such affo.irs could be conducted? 

Very truly yours, 
D. FREDERICK BURNETT 

Counissioner 
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4. APPELLATE DECISIONS - SADOVSKY v. MILLSTONE 

GEORGE SADOVSKY, 

Appellant, 

-.vs-

TOWNSHIP COMMITTEE OF THE 
TOWNSHIP OF MILLSTONE, 

Respondent. 

ON APPEAL 

CONCLUSIONS 

John H. Kafes, Esq., Attorney for Appellant·. 
Benjamin Romano, Esq., httorney for Objectors. 

BY THE COMMISSIONER: 

Sheet #5 

Appellant appeals from the denial.of his appli­
cation for n plenary retail consumption license at Ely's Corner, 
Township of Millstone. 

Respondent relies upon its resolution limiting 
the number of licenses in M:lllstone Township, adopted May 20, 
1935, reading: 

''WHEREAS the Township Cammi ttee of the Town­
ship of Millstone has considered the matter of the 
issuing of Plenary Retaii Consumption Licenses for 
the sale of alcoholic beverages in the Township of 
Millstone and has concluded and adopted the policy 
that not more than four Plenary Hetail Consumption 
licenses shall be issued or be permitted to exist 
in the Township, and there being sufficient licenses 
granted in the Township to serve the community as 
well as the traveling public, has concluded and 
adopted the policy that no Plenary Retail Distribution 
licenses shall be grantf!d, and 

"WHEREl~S on June 4, 1934 a resolution was 
adopted limiting the number or· Plenary Retail Con­
sumption licenses in the Tovmship of Millstone to 
five, one in the vicinity.of Perrineville, one in 
the vicinity of Mai.;1alapan.? one in the vicinity of 
Clarksburg, one in the vicinity of Carr's Corner, 
and one in the vicinity of Smithburg, and 

"WHEREAS the experience of the Township 
Cammi ttee since that time and the obs·ervation during 
this period of the needs, requirements_ and social 
de~irability 6f other licensed premises has resulted 
in the conclusion now reached and the policy now 
being adopted that the four existing Retail Con­
sumption Licenses are ample and sufficient to supply 
the needs of the community as well as the traveling 
public, · 

''NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, that the 
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resolution pa~sed on June 4, 1934 fixing the 
number .of Plenary Retail Consumption licenses and 
adoptirig rules and regulations concerning the sale 
of alcoholic beverages in the Township of Millstone, 
be and the same is hereby amended as follows:-

"RESOLVED that there shall not be in effect 
at any one time in the Township of Millstone more 
than four Plenary Retail Consumption licenses as-de­
fined in the.Alcoholic Beverage Oontrol Act of the 
State of New Jersey as amend~d, the intention herein 
being to limit the number of licenses to sell alcohol-. 
ic beverages at retail in accordance with the author­
ity given to the Township Committee by virtue of the 
aforesaid Act, 

''BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the policy now 
adopted by the Township of Millstone is that the four 
existing Plenary Retail Consumption licenses are ample 
and sufficient to supply q.11 of the needs Sor alcoholic 
beverages i.n the Township of Millstone and to supply 
the traveling public in said Township, and that any ad­
ditional or further licenses-would be soclally undesir­
able ~nd entirely unnecessary, 

"BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the four Plenary 
Retail Consu~ption licenses hereinabove provided as 
the limit, shall be so issued that on& of said li­
cense~ shull be in the vicinity of Perrineville, ~ne 
in the vicinity of Cal's Corner, one in the vicinity 
of Smithburg, and.one in the vicinity of Clarksburg." 

There are now but three consumption licenses is­
sued in the Township of Millstone. The only vacancy is at 

"Cal's Cornertr (sometimes called "Carr's Corner"). 

The premises for which appellant seeks a li­
cense are on the County Road running from Hightstown to· Perrine-­
ville, .at Ely's· Corner. But Ely's Corner is not Cal's Corner. 

, Appellant candidly concedes that his premises are not in that 
vicinity. 

Hence the question boils down to this·: Should 
the well-planned locations spread out through the Township -and 
specified in the resolution be honored, or-must the numerical 
quota be filled, because it exists, even though the premises 
sought to be licensed are not in the ·vacant location. 

In Giberti vs. Township of Franklin, Bulletin 
#38, i tern 2, the Township of· Fr.ankli:q,. composed· of three small 
villages known'as Broadway, Asbury and New Village, had limited 
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5. 

~the number of licenses to one in each village. One iicense had 
already been issued in New Village. The Giberti ap~lication was 
for another in the same village. The action of respondent Board 
in denying the second license was affirmed. 

In Vi.£_§;ri vs. Bloomfield, Bulletin #57, i terJ 4, 
I held that the Town of Bloomfield, which by resolution hs.d liu­
ited the number of a certain class of licensees to twenty-five 
and had issued twenty-three and had adopted a policy not to is­
sue oore than one license of this class in any one vicinity and 
to spread the same throughout the Town, was wholly within its 
rights. 

In Young vs. ~ennsauken, Bulletin #114, item 2, 
eleven vacancies existed under the llcense limiting resolution 
of that Township, but the Township CorJui ttee found and I so de­
termined on appeal that there were, in fact, sufficient licenses 
in the imrJediate vicinity of the iJlace for which the license was_ 
sought. Hence, despite the existence of eleven numerical vacan­
cies, it was held proper to deny a license in the particular lo­
cation. 

So, in the present case, thG mere existence of a 
numerical vacancy is not disposi tive. The ·only vacancy in the 
wisely planned locations is at Cal's Corner, not Ely's. Limita­
tion of licenses stated in mere numbers LlUSt give way to com­
munity sentiment expressed in terms of specified locations. 

The foregoing nakes it unnecessary to consider 
the remonstrance of the local residents against issuance of the 
license in the particular place. 

The action of respondent is, therefore, affi~medo 

Dated: May 19, 1936. 

D. FREDERICK BURNETT, 
Commissioner. 

APPELLATE DECISIONS - GOLDMAN vs. TRENTON 

FRANK J. GOLDMAN, ) 

Appellant,-·./ ) 

-vs-

CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY 
OF TR~NTON, 

Hes~)ondent .. 

) 

) 

) 

- -) 

ON APPEAL 

CONCLUSIONS 

J.·Richard Kafes, Esq., by J. H. Kafes, Esq., 
Attorney for Ap)ellant. 

Adolph F. Kunca, Esq., A ttorrn~y for Respondent. 

BY THE COMMISSIONER: 

Appellant appeals from the denial of his application 
for a plenary retail distribution license. 

/ 

' \ 
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Respondent ~ontends that the application was properly 
denied because it was not filed until some tlme i.n November 
1935 and, therefore, was barred by virtue of respondent's license 
limiting Re~rnlution No. 95, adopted July 9, 1935 which provides: 

"applications for Plenary Retail Consumption, 
Plenary R~tail.Distribution and Club Licenses 
for the period ending June 30, 1936, be received 

·by such Council from all applicants therefor up 
·to and including the 31st day of July, 1935, 
and not thereafter, and the City Clerk be and he 
is hereby authorized to receive such applications 
on behalf of this Council." 

Appellant, admitting that his application was not 
filed until after July 31, 1935, argues:-

(1) That the cas~; should be:. remanded for determina­
tion on the merits as was done in Sciarro_tta V§.o Tr&nton, Bulle­
tin·#l02, item lo That case, however, was radically different. 
There the appellant attempted to file her application for liquor 
license during July, 1935 and reques~ed the Municipal Clerk to 
hold it until she received her citizenship papers, but he re­
fused to accept it on the ground that she was not yet a citizen. 
Both he and she thought that~ therefore; she was not eligible 
for a license. When, later, she received her naturalization 
papers on September 21, 1935, she :i.mmediately .. filed her application 
which was denied,.not on the merits, but solely because not filed 
before July 31, 1935. She-appealed. It then turn~d out th~t, 
because of a trade treaty between the Italian Government and our 
own, she had been eligible for ~ iicense, so far as her citizen~ 
ship was concerned, all the time even though she didn't know it. 
Nor did any one else know it except tho Secretary of State at 
Washington and those who just happened to find it out. And all 
this because Federal treaties "made unde'r the authori t;y of the 
United States" are, together with the Constitution and laws made 
j_n pursuance thereof, ''the supreme Law of the Land". She had 
tried to.file her application before July 31, 1935 in strict 
accordance with respondent's .Resolution #95. The Municipal Clerk 
would not even receive it because at th~t time he had not heard 
of the treatyo NeithGr had the governing body of Trentono Neither 
had I. It, therefore, would bave boen unfair to have rejected it 
merely been.use filed too late, when the only reason why it was not 
on file was a mutual mistake, common both to the; license issuing 
authority as well as the applicant. Hence it was remanded to the 
Trenton City Council for consideration on its merits. 

In the instant case, the present appellant made no 
attempt to file any application until November 1935, which was 
long after the lirni ta ti on of tlrn maximu.r11 number of licensees 
had become fixed on July 31; No ~xcuse ~r extenuation is even 
attempb::;d. No special or oxceptlonal situation is shown. The 
Sciarrotta decisi.on, therefore, ls r10t in pointo 

(2) That the denial was improper because respondent 
had isBued a license to one Milton Mirkin, although his ap­
plication was filcid after.July 31~ · The exceptional circumstances 

. attending the issuance of the Mirkin li6ense have b~en.fully 
discussed heretofore, and· are set forth in the Sciarretta dcci:::don,. 
supra. Suffice it to say that his application was no afterthought 
as the Trenton Council had been duly informed of his lntcntion to 



BULLETIN N OlVIBER ·120 

ap~ly by letter dated Jurie 17, 1935. In the exercise of fair 
·and sound discretion, his license was issued. The case is not 
apposite. 

(3) That the City Council of Trenton passed a mo ti.on 
on November 12, 1935 instructing the City Clerk nto acceptu 
appellant's application, and thereby waivod the provisions of 
Resolution #95, or at least exten~ed it so far as this ap-
pello.nt is concerned, and therefore, the City Council is bound 
to consider· the application on its Llerits. As thus stated, tho 
argument seems indisputable but the fact is that this motion Was 
passed only because of the special request of apJellant and for 
the sole purpose of enabling ~ppcllant (as he conceived) to 
a:)j_)eal frorn the ref1.lSal of the City Council to grant the license. 
I say "as he c·onceived." br0cauS(: e.1Tpollant represented to the 
City Council ~hat they mist accept the filing of the ap)lication 
before they dould act U)OD it, or other~ise there was nothing· 
either to grant or rofuse, or from which to ap)eD.l. The motion, 
I'.lade for his accornm.adatj_on, was L1erely that the c.pvlication ''be 
accepted". The le!.lrhed attorney for thu C:1.pl;elle.nt hil~1self drew 
distinction betvmen "acceptingvi cmd r1actingn on the application. 
The operative words of the; L~)tion, vi2~ o, Wbe accepted" refer, 
therefore, only to the :"Jhysical recei1:it of tho ap_~Jlication an_d 
not to rnent~).l :1.ssent. Thereafter the Ci.ty Council denied· the 
application on the ground tho. t it was lx.;.rred by the afore scdd 
Resolution #950 There wasi theroforo, no esto;)cl, no waiver, 
no extension~ 1\. rr:;quest r~ac.i.1:· to the Ci: ty Council for an avovved 
single pur~ose is not to do double duty. Whf;th.or a license should 
be issued is not a· game of leg:::Ll wi.ts. The City Council at no 
time intended to waivo the restrictive effect of Resolution #95~ 
Their policy of limiting lic8nsees has been consistently carried 
out since 'the adoptiQn o:f the-it rc-:.solution. I · sho.11 not 1Jerni t ;.1ere\, 
technicalities to prejudice that policyo 

The action of respondent is affirned. 

Dated: May 19, 19Z6. 
D. FREDERICK BURNETT 

Corn.dssioner 

6. APPELLATE DECISIONS - VAN SCHOICK vs. HOWELL. 

CHARLES Wo VAN SCHOICK, ) 

A~) 1rnll.ant, ) 

-v:s-

TOWNSHIP COMMITTEE OF 
HOifELL TOWNSHIP, IvJ,ONMOUTH 
COUNTY, 

) 

) 

) 

RespondEmt.) 

... - - - ~ -) 

ON APPEAL 

CONCLUSIONS 

Harry Sagotsky, Esq., A tt0rney .for A:~J.i.Jellan t .. 
Brief submitted by McDermott and Finogold, Esqs., on behalf of 

Res..Jond0nt 

BY THE COMMISSIONER: 

This is an ai.JJ:;eal from derij,al _g_f a- transfer of appel­
l2nt' s retail consurn,;Jtion license from "Quaker Rest" on High-

">.., 
-...... 

\. 

....... • 
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\fvay No. 33, t:J"Yh1yside Inn", on the saLK~ Highvvey, Howell Town­
shj.F. 

Res)ondent contends that its acti:)n ln denying the 
ap)lication was proper bcca~se, at the· sane tioe saia apJlica­
tion was denied on A)ril 4th, 1936, it ~do~ted the following 
r·esolution: 

. HBE IT R:;_;~SOLVED that nu rute:dl C':Jnsunj)tion License 
or Retail Distribution License for the sale of intoxicat­
ing liquors shall ~e issued 0r trQnsf0rred to any person 
f ," .. ,, ... ~ i't ' ,:. ~ t 1" ,.. .. r ·'=' ' 7 r1 rt. 1 J' i·· 1 19~:'.'6 r. )U u.IlO. tl.. er d.(-·. Q l.lUl 80l dr1.J. U l l. U Y .. ;; , U • 

"BE IT FORTHER·EESOLVED that the 8.),_;lication of 
Charles W. V~m~)choick fen~ D. trnnsfer of Plc:n-1ary Retail 
C r• ~ t • ""l .,. ,~ ..... ,. .. C' " f' ,...._ ... , .J....h " . ') Y• \"" • C' Cl C" 1,r "··nrn .-:, s (l ':lke r Oil . .:iUD_L) vlOL L..t..C· .. ;D. .. :lt:! . .1.r-..J.L,.( v. (:~ 1 ... L C .. ~-J].;.)1V .. :i .t~n..1h._ <.J. ·lUci. .. 

Rest 2nd locatGd in Howoll Townshi~, Monuouth County, 
New Jersey, tJ tho .~Jrcr.lises known as Vfo.ys5_c1e Inh, Howell 
T1Jwnshil:), Jiibhr.uuth Ccmnty, New Jersey, be anci the saue is 
hsreby denied; and that no transfer ~f Plenary Hbtail 
ConsunJtion Licon.Se froL :Jrw l:Jcat:LJn t .. ) nnuthor and n:.) 
new li~ensc for the snle of liquor sh~ll horeaft0r be 
is suec.J. until July 1, 1936 o n · 

Responde~t contends further th~t its action was pr~per 
be6ause at a special ueeting held AJril 14th~~ 1936 it ado;ted 
the following resolution: 

' 1RESOLVED that no Rc:td.l Lic8n·sc stnll b£:; i.ssued 
or transfe:r."red ·to a natural 1;erE3on unicss ho sh~:!.ll have· 
bee·n a resj_dcmt c:f the Tovmshi ~J of H;ywc.11' for at lcElst · 
r·i·x "".:Jl'.".l d"''J:' l"•i"' •4··h··,, ..... 't-tn1 .. ·c.-1·:r ·····~·)-·:i··,-,.c'r.l,. y•·,ce~:·1· .. u >::> ~ Cck, .c,n ;-:t .. •iUllLi. i;:} C\.H.t ., __ . LJ..,JU0 .J :i l .. t.1L.~bv.].::.c •.;;:_i...y .1.) •• l:), -u. Ile:. 
the appl.icati on for s1ich liconsc; or trun.sfer. n 

In August 19c4, r·es.)ondo:nt r;ra.rd.~e<~\. "to a:~:iy3·11ant U· 
plona.ry ret.s.il eonsun)tion lj_cen~0 for HQuD .. ker Hestn. In July 
1935 :l t renewed this lieen.so. \lifhilc~ Cl))Cllr:.nt wo.s conducting 
business at YYQuaker He.st", a fire occurred on February 20, , 
1936 which l)ractic~:l.1ly des troy0:d the lmilding 1)11 the licensed 
:n·enises. Tb.e evldonce ;3hcvts tha.t the OVl'°:n0n· of the ruined 
buildirig co1J)leted. clcrh)li ti on ther0~~)f 7 bcg~m the erection of a 
new building and Gade a;Jlication to res)ondent for a consumJ­
tion license t:·.:i be i.~:suecl tQ her fm.~ thc:jse pr·onises. When ap­
~:;ell~J.nt 19arned th:.::.t she had )J,a.d0 tnts 3.J.J)lico.tion, he rented 
YIW.J.ys:i-de Inn" 2nd a))lJed for trarrnfcr of rds J_iecnse to this 
plo.co, which a;.J)11eation was clerdedo 'I'ho ai:J1)1:Lco.tion by the 
ovmer of iQuaker 'Rostn f,)r o. 11~wv· license v:~s al.so denied. 

It se(:::r,rn froc the:Lr actions th:it aj;J)el1ant and the 
0wner of the buildint considered the fire to be of stlch a ser­
i~us nature as to t0rminQto the relation of tenant untl land­
lord which .hD.d existed bctwetm theu.. It ho,s been dec:i,ded, how-· 
ever 3 th~-:. t even if a llc.ensee Y s i.ntcn·est in fhc ltccmsed )r·en­
ises ceases, he oay thereafter UJ)ly for transfer of the license 
t ';) fl C:ill

0

f+'E-I'l'.').n+· :J· 1 a-,·~r:. of r'USl0 "1r.:i~s -unc:iE:.:ir·· tn~ ('> ''1r·J·v·1·c1"on.;-• of C)'E"1 C-. u .J.. , • ""'" ~, J; -L'" '-... t._. - - • .J ."" 1. v ._,..., . ·"- .... ... l.. ' • .::> - .::> I. , 

tion 23 of ~he Gontrc>l Act~ In rt~.Jiackett_etown, Bulletin f,:.98, 
i b::;rn 11. · 

; 

Th'e transfer t,J oth~~r i-n·c~1i~es iE1 a 
inherent :Ln ap)·8llant' s license o ·n-18 j_ssuj_:ng 
grant o:r· dqny, the trs .. nsfeJ~ in the exerci;3c of 
d • t• 'Tf'•' '" ''l l is ere F)n. .t.i.. c.~en10c.1. on re:1sonao. t,_; grouno .. s, 

\ 
\ 

)rivilegc not 
nuth,)ri ty· no.y 
a reasonable 
such action will 
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bG affirrJed. Knj._g_h t~o.f S_t. Ste t1hep~--.::'.:~.'!-~~re£1t~m, .,BHlle_tin #3?, 
iten 16_; Botfan_y~§._~- Howell, Bulletin 1t-6'~:, iteu 9; l'af&1ak __ vs~ 
Bayo~ne, Bulletin ff95, itco 5o In the ]resent case, however 
no ·personal objGctions, except as to residential qualif~cations 
h ,.., t • " - h 1 • ;Ml. • ._ . i ·1 • t rn1 erea1 ··er consJ.ct0reu, ave oeen ro.1sc)~-. age,ins"t., up)O .. J_an , .. ..Lne 
i-:n'cm.is&s to which he seeks to tre.nsfcr his liconse aro located 
on the saoe highway, about a half-Dile away froD the ;reoises 
in which he f·Jrnerly conducted lmsinuss. The nearest licensed 
place will be about one oile away froo his new location, thus 
differentiating this case fron the Botfan case cited above, in 
which the )resent res;ondent was sustained in its refusal to 
tr'.3.nsfer. The transfer will YL)t increase the nuuber of licen­
sees o Since there is no question m~de of the character of ap­
pellant or the suitnbilitv of the ~reuises to which he d~sires 
transfer, it r"olJ . .cYHS that" unless the rcsolutL:m~) quoted ab,Jve 
are ·sufficient t,, sustain tho refusal to transfer, such refusal 
i.s arbi tr8.ry and. l:m:r€,:;asonable. Cf. Colacuori vs. Ora_D_ge, Bul-
1 't • .. d_.1.grt .• tc\·"· n ---··-----.. ----·---.--·-· . --
...._(; ,lil Jf"' t ' 1 ._,.,:,J.:1 0 o 

Exnuination of the re~iolut1cm of Apr:Ll 4, 1936 shows 
that it is j_ntended t~) forbid dnr:Lng tr1c balance of tho fiscal 
year (1) ths issuance of new retuil consuraJtion and retail Jis-
tri bution licenses; (2) trLmsfers fron ~Jer.s.on to ~)erson; (3) 
transfers froo ~lace to )lacoo There is no ~ccasi0n to consider 
the first or second ~bjective in this case. As t~) its third 
)Ur_)oso, it sl.1:Juld be: vievred in c·Jnneeti:)n wj_th ~ection 23 cf the 
Control .B.ct, vvhich )I".wiclos that t.he: local i.ssuing c:mth-:n·i ty, .Jn 
c.:::i1:1:~")lio.ncG with certah1 co:ncUtion~3, r:i~ tr·1nsfer o.ny 15.ccnse Jssued 
by it to J. different 1jlace of business. In th;;: exercj_se of its 
discrotiono.ry )O'F.'ers J res)cnclcm.-'0 could refuse the tr:111sfer ;)(:C:luso 
of -~1JjectL)ns a~~ ta the )ers:m or as ti:-; the: i;lace t.J v1!.l.ich the 
trnnsfer is sought. The res0luti~n, however, goes.beyond this. It 
C.:Lttm:1)tS arbi trari.ly to )rohib1 t all such trD.nsfers 9 -:trreSi)ective 
of w?c:3ther the rt~ i;.:: reason or not ... It is, ther.~~"'~r~. 9 di salJi:..,r()Ved 
to tne extent in~icated, viz., an absolute proh101t1on of trunsfers 
from ,1ace tG place~ 

The re:;.wl.ut1on of A;;.iril 1::1, 1936, however, requires 
n.iorc careful crmsideration. It is adL:i.tted ths.t ap:;ellc~nt does 
not live in ths Township of Howell, having been a resident ot 
Freehold for thu ~ast fifteen (15) ·yearso It has alreacty·beon 
clete:i:-·r::dned thTt J ::i,s to new licens(~~es, a rug!uJ.rer:wnt of re::-:iidence 
for E~ :jeriod of t1me )rio:r· t~) the date of O-~r~:.lication 1.s rec:~s·Jnable o 

I r.1 r.·nl11 0 "'-"TQ Pl1r.1(',')Y'' ":)'111 lt::·+·ir\ #''..'"(f'"J -·Lt·~1··, 0 -ry· t1·1·~JL_ c.:'isc .. I ~'':"lj_.!d 0 
~0~----~~---L-·~..::;. .1 A..J... vv--J .• I. I (:; - -~-J '-"* ..L l ·:·~L <...<. '-- ,)c.,.(. 0 

11 V!e C()Li.e, then, t··..1 th'.J I'em2:i.ning C.}UE::: s tt \Jn, whethc.r· 
tht> roquire:I:1cnt tha.t a~n D.~):)lic::mt f~)r a rcto.:U license be 
a resic:tent ,~)f the mun.1.ci.J.Js..lity .in vvhich the iJ:rt~dL:les s·:mght 
to be license~ are located, for a )eri~a Jf one year )rior 
tc· the fi1J~ng :Jf the O.j/;)licu ti on, i's reC:~~_;;)nable. The dis­
pensntj,C.:>n of al.coh.:~;lic beV~·)rugos frcm tir.ie inmemorinl has 
been ~.rcc,)gni2:ed as L:i_Ln'egnated \Vt th ~JubJ..ic interf.;S t. The 
chci.ract(~r of th~; ~Jer sons t·) wh•)m the ~.Jri vilege ('>f Gs.king 
such sales J.s ontrustcc~ is c;f utJost L:1)orto.ncb -'- )er.haps 
in the lon8 run the m0st effective safeguard against abuses • 
.1\ --·~ 1° s Q , l l0 

Yil 0.. . ~- 1 11 t· 1i ·U ·1·· ]. -~- Y' . ""0L 0 u n--i E~ ·1·"' th . . ~"',I'' " l0 

_,_ 1° "'<;:' e .--~ u ·t y- + ) i· n (', , ·1· .... e:i .cir-'- •. 1L l.'t:i ,.., .. 1 ,.t... •. v _ .~ . l.<-, . l_, ~.;,_);:) .• i., __ v , u. v\. 0,.-1. 

the issuanco .Ji""' 11ccnscs only to ik~I':3·:ms of g1.J.Jd charnctE::r. 
It ;:mst, thcrcfurQ .9 inve2) ti[!;u te co.refully all n1J~Jlicants o 

Any rcquirencnt roasonably 0esigncd t~ facilitate such in­
vestigation is eninently ~r~Jor~ Tho roquirerent that a 
)E:::rs:~m be a rssicler,.t .. Jf' the cunici.pali ty frun whlch he 
seeks e. lic(;nse, i'or a i~eriod of tJ Lle, so th~1 t he uay 
b(;Cor~w kfrJWn nn1

: a basis la1ci t·:) judge his character has a 
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direct and immediate connection with the proper administration 
of licenses. In Re Pisca_taw~, Bulletin t!?5, item ·#9, the 
Commissioner said: 'I can see a good reason why n person may 
be required to reside in a Township for three years as a con­
dition precedent to obtaining a liquor license. Because of 
his residence, opportunities would be~ af.ford.ed to form some 
estimate of his cho.racter. 'ti 

See also Tu~cillo vs.:... Pd.nceton, Bulletin #97, item 11; lVlcHu_gg 
vs. West ITeptford, Bulletin #106, item 1. So, in Premier-Pabst 
Sales Co. vs. Grosscu.]2, just decided by tho U. S. Supreme Court on 
May 1'5, 1936, the ·constitutional validity of the 1935 Pennsylvania 
Statute, requiring that no one may sell beer in Pennsylvania unless 
duly licensed and that no license may iss.ue to a corporation unless 
all of its officers and directors and 51% of its stockholders had 
been residents of the State for n period of at least two years prior 
to the application for a license, wns conceded. Because of that 
concession and the fact that all of the officers and directors of the 
applicant corporation were non-residents of Pennsylvania and that 
all of its stock was hold by another foreign corporation, it was 
held that the corporation had no standing to challenge other 
provisions of the Act~ 

Residence,. then, has its moments. 

The requirement of residence, however, is not a fetich to 
be invoked blindly but only when it has a reasonable tie-up wlth 
the problems of liquor control. For the reasons aforesaid, the 
requirement is of real value in selecting new applicants. But 
appellant is not a new npplic~nt. He is a present licensee. He 
has been a llcensee in the Township since August 19;34_. In consider­
ing a similar ordtnance .in re Piscataway Townsg1.Q., Bulletin ff75, i tern 
9, I said~ 

HThere is no objection to a local residence r(;quire­
men-t insofar as j_t applj.cs to applicants who are 
not, at the time of its adoption, lj_cens~d-r-by you. 
But I havo grave doubts as to its propri.ety so far 
as it may disqualify those who a'.re duly licensed 
at the time of its adoptlon and who have made 
commitments nnd expended monies in reliance upon a 
license previously granted and the renewal of 
which they would be deprived without fault on their 
part. -iHHHH*-If all :l t means is Pi sea ta way for 
PiscatD.lfff1yans,I must disclaim concern 1Nith insular 
economics and disapprove it as having no reasonable 
connection with any problem of Liquor Control." 

Respondent in this case has had an opportunity to know appe~lant 
and:· to judge his character since August 1934. In July 1935 it 
renewed his license. Therefore, so far as he is concerned, the 
basic reason for a residential requirement f~ils. The resolu­
tion of April 14, 1936 is unreasonable as applied to appellanto 

The action of respondent is, therefore, reversed. 
Respondent is directed to issue the transfer as applied for. 

Dated: May 20, 1936. 

D. FREDERICK BURNBTT 
C omrni. s s i oner 



. .) 

BOtL~~~~ ~u~BER 120 Sheet #13 

7. APPELLATE DECISIONS - KARAS v. PATERSON 

BELLA KARAS, 

Appellant, 

-VS-
ON APPEAL 

THE BOARD OF ALDERMEN 
OF THE CITY OF PATERSON, CONCLUSIONS 

Re~pondent. 

J. David Newman, E.sqo, Attorney for Appellant .. 
Charles F. Lynch, Esq.,. by.Frederick· C. Vonhof, Esq., 

Attorney for Respondent~ 

BY THE COMMISSIONER~ 

This j_s an appenl fror;~ revoca tlon of plenary 
retail consmnption license' which had been issuc:d to O.j)pellant -
for premises at 30 Bridge Street, Paterson.· 

· - During an inspection, pursuant to a complaint, 
two investigators from this Department discovered. (1) a gallon 
jug full of alcohol and a quart bottle of coloring in a room 
on the second flo:)r of the building in which the licensed pre.o­
ises are situated; (2) in a box concealed beneath a trap door 
in the l~dies' t:)ilet on the licensod j_)roL1ises, they _found: 

1 gallon of alcohol 
2 bottles rye flavoring 
6 pints whiskey 
2 furmels 

12 enpty bottles. 

It was admitted ths. t all ')f the liquor found 
in both ~laces was illicit. 

A.p~)ollo.nt and her husband denied. knowledge of 
the jug of alcohol and bottle 0f coloring found on the second 
floor, and denied they hnd any control of the room in which 
these artj_cles wt:~re discovered o Tpey did hnve access; they did 
have a ke-y f;Jr it in their own cash register. According to 
their story, the owner of the building had rented this upper 
apartment to two men - hazy, wraithlike figures, flitting in 
~nd out of the testinony but never uaterializing either during 
the investig~tion or at the hearing before the Paterson Alder­
men or at the hea.ring of thi_s appeal. This up)E.:r apartnent 
consisted of two roans. A door to the outer room was open. 
The door to the inner. roon, where the. alcohol and coloring were 
found, was closed. and had no knob. A key which fi ttf3d the 
door to the inner roon was found in the cash register on the 
licensed prenises. hp)ellant's husband insisted thnt this key, 
which he called "o. )lQ-in skeleton keyn, also fitted doors on 
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the first floor.· It is unnecessary, however, to determine just 
what connection this ~?keleton kay had, if any, With the spooks 
who were alleged ·to hu.ve remtE·d the rooms where the illicj_ t 
liquor was found, for, if this were all, there might be some 
doubt as to appellant's guilto 

The situation, hovveve:r:; is different w.i t:h, reference 
to the articles found in a cache on the licensed premises, 
vrnll calculated to E3lude the eye of mere mano These were con­
tained in a wooden box below the level of the floor of the 
ladi~s' toilet. Ono of the investigators lifted a small piece 
of carpet in the toilet, found a trap do9r in the floor, requ:ir­
lng no key, opened it and behold - the box! The carpet was not 
.t:1cked dovm. It was only ti bit larger than the· trap door it­
self o A mere moving, even a kick of the ~arpet disclosed the 

· trap door so crudely built that the 8tate investigator discov-
ered it immediately on simple inspection. Merely stepping on 
the carpet arouseci his suspiciono The lady, however, says that 
she purchased those premises from a prior licunsoe about July 
1934; that she did not know of the existence of the trap door, 
-::n ... the box .ar.d. its c·:.)ntents. Yet she o.dmits sho went in and 0ut 
of this room every day. With appreciation ~f the keenn8ss of 
feminine observati·)n at1d, also curiosity, I cannot believe that. 
she used this r.Jom daily f-- 1r a period .:1£' more than eighteen (18) 
months in complete ign8rnnce of the existence ~f this hiding 
place o Assuming sho :never J..iftod the: c~:lrpc:t, rieVE!r swept it or 
cleaned it, and carefully avoided even stepping on it all this 
time, thG fact r0m~ins that illicit liquor was found Jn licensed 
premiseSo · 

There is sufficiunt evidence t0 sustain respondent's 
+'' d1' , .. ti- t ~' r,..,.,,.,y·t 7 • ,.~, 'l.J..,."'T ··f· .,.,,..-. •")C''

0 
, · 'll' ,•·t 'l'l t 1 i. in nb ... 1a ap.;_.h.:d.i.u.~1 J v.as 6 ~n ... _ l_.J .) 1wss, .. ,:)0J_ng l..J .. ici . a co lO • 

Finding, as I d.) that the adjudicaticn uf guilt was 
praperly made, it f~llows that the penalty of revocation wts 
wa.rr.·:i.nted under trw cj_rcwnstancus ,)f -this cas0; o In ro West 
Or r..nO'E·~ Bulle·t· .! Y") .i:.:·1 1 ·z i· tr.::."·' 6 --.-----· c.:...~ t~ ·~:; - ..L.1.- 1i ..Lr.)' :~l-l • 

The action of resrondent is, therefore, affirmed. 

Dated: May 20, 1936. 

Do FR~DEHICK BURNETT 
C :Jmmi s s j_ oncr 

8. ROLES CONCERNING CONDUCT OF LICENSEES - COUPONS AND DISCOUNTS -
HIDDEN BONUS Cn.HD8 BEING ESSENTil·.LLY LOTTBHIES AhE PROHIBITED:. 

'· E ·c1 . ... -imy • o iinn, 
B'.Jrough Clerk, 
Red Bank, No J- .,, 

Doar Madam~ 

I have your letter of May 18tho 

May ~l, 1936. 

The~ HulG;:; C·Jncerning Conduct of JJicensecs and the Use 
of Licensed Premi~os herotoforu promulgated by· this D0partment 
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prohibit lotteries on licensed premises a A distribrltion .of 
prizes by chance is a lottery . Soe Bulletin #56, Item #11~ 
Ordinary co1wons entitling the customer to specified merchandise 
0r a specified discount do not involve any clement of chance 
.and consequently are n0t governed by the rules proscribing 
lotteries. Cf. Bulletin 87, Item 15. We are at present con­
sidering the desirability of eliminating the use of coupons and 
discount cards on the ground that they are designed to increase 
unduly the consumption of alcoholic beverages and it may be 
that pertinent regulations will be issued in the near future. 

ThG lfhidden bonus" cards being distrlbuted by Sanders 
& CpD are distinguishable from ordinary coupons since the 
customer does not know what his bonus will be until after he has 
paid the full purchase priceo Ths distribution of the bonuses 
is clearly by chance and the temptation afforded is that of 
disproportj_onate gain. Consequently, such "hid.den bonus" cards 
constitute a lottery within the prohibition of the ruleso 
As the Commissioner said in .dulletin #56, Item· fill !I hthe mere 
fact that everybody gets something for th0ir money doesn't cure 
th8 illegalitytt. 

It is tho ruling .of the Com.raissj_oner that "hidden bonus" 
cards may not be distributed by licensees or possessed on 
licensed ~ 1re1n:i.ses . 

Very truly yours, 

D. FREDERICK BURNETT 
C o:cm1i s s j_ on.er 

By: Nathan Lo Jacobs, 
Chief Deputy Comaissioner 

and Counsel. 

0. TRANSPORTATION - CONSUMERS BOYING LIQUOR CANNOT TRANSPORT MORE 
THAN TWELVE QUARTS OF HA.HD LIC~OOR. :OOHING ANY ONE DAY - OFFENDERS 
LIABLE TO ARREST iiND CONFISCA 1rION OF VEHICLE. 

LICENSEES - HAVE NO RIGHT TO PURCHASE FHOIVI EACH OTHE:H. 

May ,20, 1936 o 

N 0 T I C E 

The Alc~holic Beverage Law was made to b€ obeyed, 
price war qr fr)t. · 

It is illegal fnr anyone except a licensed dealer 
or trans1Jorter and thon Xtly in ·a licensed. vehicle bearing 
proper transportation j_nsignia thereon, to transport anywheres 
vdthin thE~ State more them tvvelve (12) quarts of TY.hard liquor" 
during any ·one day a Hence, consumers buying l:i.quor cannot · 
transport mo~e than twe1".1rn quarts at a time o 

Corrqlaints.reach me that consumers are buying two 
and three cases at a time and cartin.g thorn of.f in private 
cars. Orders have been issued to arrest all such drivers 
and to confisco.te the vehicles. 

Reports also come in that taverns and p~ckage 
stores are purchasing li4uor in largo quantities from fellow 
retailers 1Nho are takin~,. the lead in the 1Yrice war o Retail 
licensees well lmmv they have no right ti.;; )urchase from each 
other o They oay buy only from licensed wl1olcs3.lers or manu-
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. facturers. Therefore, any purchase made from a fellow retailer 
by another, whatever the quantity and whetper the.vehtcle ts 
licensed or not, is a violation, and revocation proceedings will 
be immediately instituted. Checks will be made in respect to 
a1i purchases made by retailers to determine if the liquor has 
been acquired according to l~w. 

D. FREDERICK BURNETT, 
Commissiorn;r. 

10. ·RULES GOVERNING SIGNS AND OTHER ADVERTISING MATTER - FORBIDDEN 
SIGNS. . 

Sinders; Inc., 
Jersey City, Ne J. 

Gentlemen: 

·May 21, 1936. 

Inspectors rGport your violation of Rules Governing 
Signs by your display on front window of ·paper signs, one 15.x 
24 inches, the other 24 x 36 inches.; the first reading: VTAll 
Liquoy Reduced · Pripes on request insidev'; the second reading: 
"All Liquor Reduced Lots of Good Spec5.als Every Purchase a 
Bargain Stock Up No~t t t Pt·ic.es on request inside. n 

No advertisement of 
made except pursuant to those 
not exceeding l} x li inches~ 
prices, I am charged with the 
signed undi:+lY to increasf; the 

price, direct or indirect, may be 
rules, and then only by placard 
While I have no control over 

duty of forbidding practices de- . 
con~umption of liquor. 

My staff reports that 
ing signs upon demand. I shall 
tion proceedings this time, but 
This must not occ~r again. 

you promptly removed the off ond-· 
therefore not institut~ revoca- . 
no further warnirig wil~;l be given.· 

' . 

I am also informed that your window is permanently 
pai.nted "-Cut RatE? Liquors. n I direct that this sign be removed 
·rorthwi th. 

Very truly yours, 

\ 
t 

/ ' /t_....1 : ' . / ·-, ;; ' "\. ~--..... . . /.£, 

~j '-\j 1U~··< / Jnv;?f!· 
D. Frederick Burnett, / 
Commissioner. · 

Similar letters were scmt to: TERMINAL WI.NE & LH~UOR, INC., 
Jersey City, for signs reading: nwhy Pay High Prices? Get the 
Low-down on Liquor :?rices he·re"; "These Items are Amazingly Low:­
Priced"; "These Popular Brands· Greatly ·Reduc,ed"; '"Deep Cut 
Prices on all Wines and Liquor"; and to L. BAMBERGEH & CO., INC., 
Newark, for price tags 3t x ,5 inches and poster 10 x 15 inches · 
reading·: "34,0CXHVorth~~ from Our Hegular Stock at Savings of 14% 
to 30~ . Seventh Floor. ~~At Start of this Event. u 

.. J~~)J SWi~~ ~""''"'1y . ~··· c//j 


